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Interpretive Clientele

An analysis of park use has been used to measure the present and potential audiences for
interpretation in all Minnesota State Parks in the Interpretive Services Plan. This was based on the
number of day use visitors, the number of campers, and the population within a 25-mile radius.
The criterion to document additional potential users of the park's interpretive services includes
environmental education opportunities for local schools. Nerstrand Big Woods State Park ranked
mid-range for number of campers, low for number of day users, and high for population base
within 25 miles, when compared to other state parks.

Summary of Existing Interpretive Services

Nerstrand Big Woods shares a year around Area Naturalist position with Sakatah Lake and Rice
Lake State Parks. There is one seasonal intern naturalist shared by the three parks. Staff positions
have been available since 1995 and are stationed at Sakatah Lake State Park. Nerstrand Big
Woods also has volunteers who provide programs.

Interpretive Facilities

The visitor center was constructed in 1994/1995. An exhibit mural was completed in July, 1997
and the supporting exhibits have been funded. A plan for the new displays in the visitor center and
the schematic design have been developed. The building has a programming/meeting room that
seats 40.

An amphitheater located in the north end of the picnic area which is used for outdoor events.
Electricity, seating for 150, a stage, and backdrop are at this location. The Friends of the Big
Woods assisted in upgrading the amphitheater as a project in 1996. The picnic shelter, located in
the center of the picnic grounds, is also used by various groups for environmental education and
interpretive programming.

Programs and Activities

During the peak season, programs are offered at the visitor center or amphitheater by staff and
volunteers. Personal programming includes evening campfire programs, slideshows or films,
hikes and activities primarily on the weekends. Two to three seasonal programs are provided

during spring wildflower and fall color weekends.

Special events and programs include involvement with Friends of the Big Woods, The Nature
Conservancy, The Big Woods Project, and the Cannon River Watershed Partnership. Special
events have included: the Storytelling Festival, 50th Anniversary event, Volksmarch, Holiday in
the Big Woods, and the All in the Big Woods Program Series.

Teacher training and other school related programming include: Project WET, Leopold Project

- training, and the School Nature Area Program (SNAP) training. Through a SNAP grant at

Nerstrand Elementary School, a curriculum for K-6 was developed for the park. Northfield
middle school conducts an orienteering event each spring. Many other schools, colleges, and
universities visit for spring wildflower field trips, bird surveys, and general study of the woods.

Although Nerstrand Big Woods is an important environmental education site in the region, staffing
limitations do not allow for naturalist lead programming for schools. Interpretive efforts are
focused on teacher training, general group orientation, and nonpersonal materials. River Bend
Nature Center, in Faribault, is recommended for schools that want supervised environmental
education experiences. Limited off-site programs or bus tours have been lead by park interpretive
staff, however, several volunteer programs go into the area schools for tree planting orientation
and pre-field trip visits. .
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Trails, Exhibits, AV Materials and Publications
No interpretive trails exist at this time, however, it has been identified as a follow-up to the exhibit
currently in progress at the visitor center.

A kiosk of spring and summer plants is located in the picnic area. There is also a sign identifying a
lightning strike on a tree, and a prairie restoration sign in the southwest corner of the park.

Park specific publications include: a Minnesota dwarf trout lily brochure, Wildflowers of the Big
Woods, and Birds of the Big Woods.

A new brochure has been funded by a Learn and Serve America grant acquired by Nerstrand
School. The brochure interprets the native landscaping around the new visitor center and the
participation by local students. It is also designed to recruit new students to the local Nerstrand
School.

Like all Minnesota state parks, Nerstrand Big Woods offers the Junior Naturalist Program and
offers the series of Explorer Activity books for children through the Nature Store.

Area Interpretive Opportunities

There are several organizations in the area that provide environmental education or historical and
cultural education facilities or programs. Some of the area opportunities include: the River Bend
Nature Center, The Nature Conservancy, Division of Forestry, The Big Woods Project, Rice
County Extension Service, Department of Agrlculture Cannon River Watershed Partnership, and
the Rice County Historical Society. '

The city of Faribault, River Bend Nature Center, provides environmental education programs for
about 5,000 students each year. The 600 acre facility also offers family programs 3 out of 4
weekends each month and is located approximately 15 miles from Nerstrand Big Woods State
Park.

The Nature Conservancy offers three large field trips each year and several smaller tours in the
park and surrounding area. They have also worked together with park staff to put on program
series and special events.

School groups and park visitors also tour many of the area historical interpretive facilities. The
Northfield Historical Society has a museum and gallery interpreting the history of the Jesse James

gang and its role in Northfield. The Rice County Historical Society Museum is located in Faribault

and is open Monday through Friday for visitors. The historic Alexander Faribault House, located
in Faribault, is open for tours by appointment.
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Interpretive Themes

Primary Themes

Primary themes are the main stories of the park. Some primary themes are listed below; park
specific themes are at the top of each category and statewide themes are toward the bottom of each ‘
section. * Denotes higher priority themes.

Cultural
How does woodlot management and logging play a part in park history?

e How are sustainable farming methods being used for the Big Woods Dairy Farm Project?
e Who were the earliest people to live in the Big Woods?

e European settlers and agricultural development changed the Big Woods.

e Why was Nerstrand Big Woods State Park begun?

e What is the mission of Nerstrand Big Woods State Park?

e How big woods environmental groups work together to protect the landscape. (Cannon River
Watershed, Friends of Seven mile Woods, Friends of Nerstrand Big Woods State Park,
Friends of the Cannon River Wilderness Park, the Big Woods Project group, etc.)

e How are plants used for medicines, today and in the past?

e The inspirational qualities of nature, solitude, and open places are vividly portrayed in poetry,
literature, and art.

. Have our views of natural resources and state parks changed?

Geologzc and Hydrologw
Rock derived from ancient inland seas can be seen in exposed bedrock in Nerstrand Big
Woods (Platteville limestone, Shakopee dolomite, St. Peter sandstone, and Galena limestone).

Did glacier meltwaters shape the Big Woods area?
How was Prairie Creek formed?
Fossils found in Nerstrand Big Woods chronicle past environment and events..

What role does groundwater levels play in providing water supplies? (they vary from 100-150
feet deep in the park to 200-300 feet outside the park).

e How geology affects stream characteristics and water quality?

Biologic
* ' What is the Big Woods ecosystem?

* Why is it important to protect rare species and natural communities in the area?

* * How are Old Growth Forests managed at Nerstrand Big Woods?

* How are spring ephemeral wildflowers adapted to take advantage of conditions in Nerstrand
Big Woods?

e What is the significance of the Minnesota dwarf trout lily?

e What do we know about the pre-European vegetation and how does 1t affect park management
decisions. 4t

e How will the park be managing restoration? &
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e How do activities outside of the park affect the park (and vise-versa)?

e Are white-tailed deer and other wildlife managed at Nerstrand Big Woods?

e There is connection between Nerstrand Big Woods and tropical rain forests.

e Why is Nerstrand Big Woods important to forest bird conservation in southeastern Minnesota?
e The park is a place to view and learn about wildlife.

e Many different species of trees live in the park and show a diversity of colors in the fall.
e Seven species of frogs and toads can be found in the park.

e Micro environments: a critical component for species survival.

e Whatis Oak Savanna?

e What is Prairie?

¢ What do we know about songbird and butterfly migration?

e Alien plants degrade native ecosystems.

Research has played an important role in protecting the environment.

State parks provide bluebird habitat.

How does wildlife adapt to changing seasons?

How important is recycling in nature?

¢ Insects and big invertebrates play an important role in the food chain.

e What is the importance of a “bigger” Big Woods?

Recreation

e Young people can enjoy the out-of-doors at Nerstrand Big Woods.

e Nerstrand Big Woods provides some of the best areas for watching forest interior birds.
e Nerstrand Big Woods wildflowers offer great photo opportunities.

e Tips for hiking at Nerstrand Big Woods State Park.

e Skiing and snowmobiling in the park and surrounding area.

e How to be a courteous and responsible camper.

e How does recreation affect the environment?
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Interpretive Service Actions |
Note: The following action recommendations are not in priority order.

Facilities and Self-guided Trails

Action 1: Develop interpretive displays that include historical aspects.

Action 2: Provide a bulletin board/display in the visitor center for information
and projects relevant to the park.

Action 3: Develop a self-guided trail near the visitor center. The self-guided trail
should be part of a "package" that comprehensively tells the story of the visitor center, the
landscaping and the big woods. Include maintenance needs in the plan.

Brochures, Guides and AV materials

Action 4: Provide interpretive materials for a variety of interpretive themes.
Many interpretive themes were developed for the park, see the list on preceding pages. To
interpret the themes a variety of techniques could be used including having binoculars,
wildflower books, and bird song tapes available for check out in backpacks with interpretive
materials inside. The bird and wildflower brochures need updating.

Action 5: Create teacher guides on various topics.

Exhibits and Kiosks

Action 6: Develop an exhibit or other non-personal interpretive material to
explain the Big Woods Dairy Farm.

Action 7: Redesign Hidden Falls observation area to enhance visitor
experience, reduce negative impacts to vegetation, and erosion, and include
interpretation of the geologic feature.

Action 8: Install interpretive signs in the landscaping around the visitor center
that connect themes from the indoor exhibit and self-guided trail.

e  Action 9: Other signs to included: resource management practices or natural

occurrence on a season or semi-permanent basis.

Naturalist Staff and Programs

Action 10: Develop a Park Interpretive Plan.

Action 11: The need for a seasonal interpretive support position will be
reviewed over the next ten years, as part of the statewide interpretive plan.

Action 12: Special events developed through partnershigg? with other groups
need to be considered: wildlife census, wildflowers, trees, music,
recreational themes. _ . /
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e Action 13: Naturalist staff will work with park managers to seek a volunteer
coordinator(s).

e Action 14: In cooperation with the dairy farm family, make use of this unique
interpretive opportunity.
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OPERATIONS, STAFFING, & COSTS
Operations and Staffing

Nerstrand Big Woods State Park operations are minimally implemented with present staff levels.
Resource degradation from minimal maintenance is occurring in some area; for example building
maintenance and trail maintenance. Several actions in the plan would require additional staffing.

There are a number of recommendations which will result in the need for additional staff, mainly
maintenance hours, for trail restoration projects and resource management activities. Resource
management staff time, both regional and park level, will need to be expanded if the resource
management recommendations are to be implemented. Currently, enforcement problems are
minimal in the park. Future enforcement efforts should be focused on heavy use weekends.
Enforcement and interpretive efforts.(personal and non-personal) should emphasize ways to protect
the park’s natural and cultural resources and reduce impacts on resources. This could become
increasingly important if future unauthorized bike trail use increases significantly. Interpretive
staffing needs are likely to increase as attendance and visitor center use increases.

Many of the development proposals would have initial start-up expenses with additional long term
maintenance expenses. Some of the proposals could be developed with minimal expenses using
alternative labor, for example:
Friends of Nerstrand Big Woods State Park group
~ Sentence to Service (STS)
Minnesota Conservation Corps MCO)
Other Volunteers

For example, the STS crews could assist in completing construction on the proposed trail changes.
This would result in minimal impact on the park operating budget for construction, however, there
would still be ongoing maintenance costs.

The Division of Parks and Recreation will experience increased staffing needs and work loads as a
result of plan implementation. Other DNR disciplines may also experience some increased work
load in the implementation of certain recommended actions. For example; the Division of
Enforcement, the Division of Forestry, the Division of Trails and Waterways, the Division of Fish
and Wildlife, the Division of Waters, the Bureau of Engineering, and the Bureau of Real Estate
Management, may experience increased work loads as a result of increased recreational and
resource management opportunities and resolution of land issues. Local representatives of these
disciplines participated in the planning process and are familiar with what their role may be in the
future.

Costs

Operational Costs

If all the actions and recommendations in this park plan were implemented, the park's annual
operational costs would need to be significantly increased. The level or amount of this increase is
difficult to estimate because many of the recommendations are too general to base estimates on at
this time. However, the increase in staffing outlined in the previous sections (seasonal
maintenance buildings and grounds worker, approximately $13,000; and interpretive and resource
management seasonal and/or shared part-time, approximately $19,000) combined with a review of
the development projects outlined below, suggests the park's annual ope;atmg budget would be
increased by 15 to 25%. , a\z
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Development Costs

The following list represents those actions which have development cost 1mphcat10ns The total

cost to implement these actions is estimated at $1.5 million, in 1998 dollars. This estimate was

generated as part of the planning process and has a significant margin of error because a variety of
- assumptions were made related to unknown variables (site specific soil conditions, decisions

related to site design, septic system selection, distance to electrical service etc.).

1.
2.

Develop 3-5 park specific brochures on natural and cultural resource themes of the park.
Conduct and interpret biological surveys and monitoring programs (including erosion prone
sites).
“Restore and interpret degraded natural communities and remove undesirable exotic species.
Restore and interpret vegetation in old fields and homesteads.
Develop park database and GIS of natural and cultural resources.
Develop and implement a fire management plan.
Develop and interpret a long term vegetation management plan looking 50-100 years ahead.
Plant native trees and shrubs in all of the campgrounds and in the picnic area.
Conduct cultural resource surveys, especially in proposed development areas.

. Continue planting native plants for landscaping.

. Work with archaeologists to determine if mitigation is needed for identified cultural sites.
. Design and implement a plan to reduce compaction in the picnic grounds.

. Develop a restoration plan for the Big Woods Dairy.

. At the end of the lease, plant natural vegetation at the Big Woods Dairy.

. Restore or eliminate degraded campsites in the main campgrounds.

. Relocate and improve the river crossing (bridge), trails and overlooks at Hidden Falls.

. Implement recommended trail changes and trail restoration projects .

. Install parking lot light (and/or low level walkway lights).

. Improve trail signage and assurance markers. '

. Construct a hard surfaced accessible interpretive trail near visitor center.

. Relocate the group campground to the east if land becomes available.

. Construct a new shelter in the group camp if it is relocated.

. Provide additional electrical hook-ups in the campground.

- Remodel and bring campground sanitation building and picnic shelter up to accessibility code.
. Construct a new maintenance garage/shop facility.

. Develop a display area to exhibit projects by schools and other partnerships

. Develop interpretive sign near Hidden Falls.

. Create teachers guides.

. Develop interpretive trail materials beginning at the visitor center/ native landscapmg project.
. Develop interpretive exhibits on the park’s cultural resource themes.

. Hold several special events each year.

. Develop a park specific Interpretive Plan and Resource Management Plan.

Acquisition

All acquisition projects will be placed in priority order with other state park acquisition projects.
The total cost to complete this acquisition is estimated at $ 4 million (1998 values; no appraisal
work done).

L.
2.

Purchase private, county, and federal land (approximately 1,228 acres at approximately

$2 million) in existing statutory boundary.

Purchase the Trust Fund Land (approximately 460 acres, plus timber value, at approximately
$1.7 million).

Purchase private, county, and federal land (approximately 160 acres at approximately
$320,000) in proposed statutory boundary.
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PLAN MODIFICATION PROCESS

State Park Management Plans document a partnership-based planning process and the
recommended actions resulting from that process. These comprehensive plans recognize that all
aspects of park management are interrelated, and that management recommendations should also be

interrelated.

Planning is an ongoing process and the written plan must be regularly revised if it is going to have
continuing value. Over time, conditions change that affect some of the plan recommendations or,
in extreme cases, an entire plan. Plans need to recognize changing conditions and be flexible
enough to allow for modifications as needed.

For the purpose of this plan we will differentiate between less controversial plan revisions and
major plan_ amendments. Minor plan revisions can generally be made within the Division of Parks
and Recreation. If a proposed change to a management plan meets any of the criteria below, it
must follow the Plan Amendment Process. To maintain consistency among the plans and
processes, all revisions and amendments should be coordinated through the Division of Parks and
Recreation planning section. Requests for modifications should be directed to the Division of
Parks and Recreation Planning Manager at the central office.

Major Plan Amendments
Proposed Plan Change Amendment Process Criteria

If a proposed change meets any of the following criteria, it must be approved through the
amendment process below.

The proposed change:

1. Alters the park mission, vision, goals, or specific management objectives outlined in the plan;
or

2. Is controversial among elected officials and boards, park user groups, the public, other DNR
divisions, or state agencies.

Management Plan Amendment Process

1. Division of Parks and Recreation Initial Step: Review plan amendment at park and regional
level. Determine which stakeholders potentially have a major concern and how those concerns
should be addressed. If the major concerns are within the Division of Parks and Recreation, the
issue should be resolved within the division. Review proposed approach with central office
managers.

2. If the proposed change issue is between DNR Divisions, the issue should be resolved by staff

and approved by the Division Directors. This may require one or two area/regional integrated
resources management team meetings. The Division Directors will determine whether the
proposed changes should go through the departmental (CTECH/Senior Manager) review process.

3. If the proposed change issue is between state agencies, the issue should be resolved by staff

from both agencies and approved by the Division of Parks Director.

4. If the proposed change is potentially controversial among elected bog;ds, park user groups, or
the public, should discuss the proposed change and hold an open house»zforum which is advertised
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in the local and regional area. Following the open house, the Division of Parks Director will
determine whether the proposed change should be reviewed by the department.

5. All plan amendments should be coordinated. documented, and distributed by the Division of
Parks planning staff. :

Plan Revisions

If a plan change is recommended that does not meet the amendment criteria above and generally
follows the intent of the park management plan (through mission, vision, goals, and objectives),
the Division of Parks has the discretion to modify the plan without a major planning process.

Revisions related to Physical Development Constraints and Resource

Protection

Detailed engineering and design work may not allow the development exactly as it is outlined in the
plan. A relatively minor modification, such as moving a proposed building site to accommodate
various physical concerns, is not uncommon. Plans should outline a general direction and
document general "area” for development rather than specific locations. For the most part, plans
are conceptual, not detailed-oriented. Prior to development, proposed development sites are
examined for the presence of protected Minnesota Natural Heritage Program elements and
historical/archaeological sites. If any are found, the planned project may have to be revised to
accommodate the protection of these resources.

Program Chapter Revisions
The resource management section (Natural and Cultural Resource Objectives and Integrated
Management page 61) and Interpretive Services chapter should be updated periodically as needed.
Division of Parks and Recreation Resource Management and Interpretive staff will determine when
- an update is needed and coordinate the revision with the park planning section. Program chapters
should be rewritten in a format consistent with the plan as originally approved by the DNR. To
retain consistency, park planning staff should be involved in chapter revision review, editing and
distribution. These chapters can be used as a basis for developing a more detailed resource
management plan and an interpretive plan.

89

’ ' ]!! !!! v !!!!! !!ll' m ﬂ _ n - - - - - - - - - ”



Y Jammennsssnssai) N IR e & 4 4 G
:; | | : | | ! ] | | | :

.
_
:

BIBLIOGRAPHY

A Plan for the Big Woods Project. Prepared for The Big Woods Project. Faribault, MN.
September 10, 1995.

Aiken, Richard. 1980-1990 Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation Trends.
Reports 91-2 October 1994. Update Addendum. U.S. Department of the Interior. U.S. Fish

and Wildlife Service.

Allen, Scott. Rice County Comprehensive Local Water Plan 1997-2001. August 20, 1996.
Allmann, Laurie. Natural Areas: Protecting A Vital Community Asset. A Sourcebook for

Minnesota Local Governments and Citizens. Minnesota Department of Natural Resources.
1997.

Allmann, Laurie. Land Protection Options: A Handbook for Minnesota L.andowners. Published
by The Nature Conservancy, the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, The Trust for

Public Land, and the Minnesota Land Trust. Sexton Printing, St. Paul, MN. 1996.

Augustine, David. University of Minnesota, College of Natural Resources, Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife. Presentation given in Faribault, Minnesota, March 10, 1997 on
research on impacts of deer browse on vegetation in Big Woods forests habitat.

Berg, Jim and Tom Mitchell', DNR Well Sealing Hydrologists. Unpublished memo and notes on
Wells at Nerstrand Big Woods State Park. November 26, 1997.

Bengtsen, Dana and Andy Helmiger. “A Comparative Study of Tree Composition in More and
Less Disturbed Locations within Nerstrand Woods State Park.” Unpublished paper for
Professor Jacobel’s seminar. May 6, 1993.

Biennial Reports for 1942, 1944, and 1946. State of Minnesota, Department of Conservation. St.
Paul, MN.

Big Woods Project, The. Unpublished paper by the Ecology/Stewardship Committee. Natural
Resource Recommendations for Nerstrand Big Woods State Park. Approved Sept. 8, 1997 by -
the Steering Committee of the Big Woods Project.

Bracke, Scott, DNR Landscape Architect. “Summary of Nerstrand Big Woods Landscaping
© Meeting.” Unpublished notes from a meeting held June 2, 1997. Nerstrand Big Woods State
Park.

Brin, Dinah Wisenberg, Associated Press Writer. This Hobby’s for the Birds. Rochester Post-
Bulletin. February 22, 1997.

Coffin, Barbara and Lee Pfannmuller. Minnesota’s Endangered Flora and Fauna. University of
Minnesota Press, 1988.

Coffman, Thomas M., District Conservationist, USDA-NRCS. Unpublished papers, Current
Conditions and Problems in Nerstrand Woods and the Surrounding Region and The Big
Woods Area: Soils, Geomorphology, and Landscape Evolution. ¢’

B
A

90



Coppock, Sarah, Eldri Johnson, and Mike Ostrem. “Listing of Research Experts.” Unpublished
paper compiled for the Monitoring and Research Technical Subcommlttee of the Cannon Valley
Big Woods Working Committee. 1993.

Dankert, Jeff. Buy, Buy Birding. Commerce Now Magazine. April 1996.

Daubenmire, Rexford F, University of Minnesota. Ecological Monographs. The “Big Woods” of
Minnesota: Its Structure, and Relation to Climate, Fire, and Soils. Ecological Society of
America. Vol. 6. 1936.

French, David W. History of Dutch Elm Disease in Minnesota. Minnesota Report 229-1993,
Minnesota Agricultural Experiment Station, University of Minnesota, St. Paul. 1993.

Gilaspy, R. Thomas and David E. Birkholz. District Data Book: Minnesota Legislative Districts.
State Demographers Office in Minnesota Planning. St. Paul, MN. 1993.

Goltz, Jon. “The Logging Industry in Rice County: A Survey.” Unpublished paper for Professor
Jacobel’s seminar. May 6, 1993.

Green, Jan C. Birds and Forests. A Management and Conservation Guide. Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources. St. Paul, MN. 1995.

Grimm, Eric C, Dept. of Ecology and Behavioral Biology, University of Minnesota. Ecological
Monographs. “Fire and Other Factors Controlling the Big Woods Vegetation of Minnesota in
the Mid-Nineteenth Century.” Vol. 54. 1984.

Hargrave, Bryan C. Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry. Upper
Levels of an Ecological Classification System for Minnesota. January 1996.

http:/f/www.cdc.noaa.gov/cgi-bin/entry.pl Data was obtained from this site for the Climate
section.

Hydrologic Atlas of Minnesota. Minnesota Department of Conservation, Division of Waters.
Bulletin No. 10. St. Paul, MN. April, 1959.

Jahnke, Laura and Jen Thurk. “Forest Cover as Adapted from Marschner’s Map and Aerial
Photographs in Erin Township, Rice County, Minnesota.” Unpublished paper for Professor
Jacobel’s seminar. April, 1993.

Laws of Minnesota. 1945 and 1992.:

Magner, Michael (Municipal-County Highway Archaeologist). “Possible Archaeological Site in
Nerstrand Woods State Park.” Unpublished memo to Dave Radford, Minnesota State Park
archaeologist. March 25, 1991.

Marschner, F.J. The original vegetation of Minnesota. Map compiled from U.S. General Land
Office survey notes. U.S. Forest Service, North Central Forest Experiment Station, St. Paul.
1974.

Mason, Harriet Gale. The Post-Settlement History of Vegetation in Nerstrand Big Woods State
Park. A thesis submitted to the faculty of the graduate school of the University of Minnesota.-
June, 1994.

91




Meyer, Roy W. Evegy‘ one’s Country Estate: A history of Minnesota State Parks. Minnesota
Historical Society Press. St. Paul, MN. 1991.

Milbert, Dan. Managing Landscapes in the Big Woods Ecosystem. Minnesota Department of
‘ Natural Resources. 1996.

Minnesota County Biological Survey. Natural Communities and Rare Species of Rice County,
Minnesota. 1:75,000; 27 x 42 in.; colored. Minnesota County Biological Survey Map Series
No. 8. 1995.

~ Minnesota Natural Heritage Program. Minnesota’s Native Vegetation: A Key to Natural
Communities, Version 1.5. Minnesota DNR, Biological Report No. 2. 1993.

Minnesota Office of Tourism. March, 1995. Economic Impact Studies.

Minnesota State Demographer’s Office 1996 county population estimates. April 1, 1996.

Minnesota State Park System Interpretive Services Plan. Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources, Division of Parks and Recreation. St. Paul, MN. 1995.

Minnesota’s List of Endangered, Threatened, and Special Concern Species. Natural Heritage and
Nongame Research Program, Section of Ecological Services, Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources. St. Paul, MN. July 1, 1996.

Morrison, Ken. Conservation Volunteer. Vol. 5. “A Report on Nerstrand Woods - Acquisition is
Nearly Completed.” St. Paul, MN. March, 1943.

Natural Heritage Database Printouts. Requests for rare features data in the Nerstrand Big Woods
area. DNR - Natural Heritage and Nongame Wildlife Research Program. 1997.

Packard, Stephen and Cornelia F. Mutel. The Tallgrass Restoration Handbook for Prairies,
Savannas, and Woodlands. Society for Ecological Restoration. Island Press. Washington,
D.C. 1997. .

Peterson, Richard. “Brief History of Faribault Area Local Origin Seedlings.” Unpublished paper
by area forester. Faribault, MN. November 24, 1997.

Prehistoric Archaeological Sites in Minnesota State Parks. Archaeology Laboratory, Department
of Anthropology, University of Minnesota. 1974.

Richardson, James W., Biology Department, University of Wisconsin. “Vegetational Analysis of
the Proposed Cannon City Fossil Fuel Plant Site.” River Falls, WI. 1972.

Robhrer, Blake and Dawna Wright. Environmental Studies Independent Project with SNAP and
Nerstrand Elementary. Unpublished paper with interviews of local residents, maps, and
newspaper clippings. May 6, 1993.

Rural Investment Guide: Programs and Policies for Rural Minnesota. Rural Development Board.
September 1995.

Schmidt, Al. (Warmwater Fisheries Specialist). Fisheries data analysis._;i;ﬁake City, MN. October
3, 1997. g

92



Scholen, Grant. “Nerstrand Woods State Park: Managing a Big Woods Remnant for Recreation”.

Text prepared for Don Davison’s presentation to the Man and the Biosphere Seminar,
Management of Outlying Forests for Metropolitan Populations. Milwaukee, Wisconsin.
1983.

U.S. Surveyor General. Field notes: Township exterior and subdivision lines. Minnesota State
Archives, Minnesota Historical Society, St. Paul. 1854.

West, Joel. “Status of Agricultural Lands Adjacent to Nerstrand State Park.” Unpublished paper
for Professor Jacobel’s seminar. May 12, 1993.

Wiedner, David and Paul Kerlinger. A National Survey of Active Birders. International Council
for Bird Preservation. Amelfican Birds. Volume 44, Number 2. Summer 1990.

93







